The data shown in our recent letter have been obtained for the model Hamiltonian
which contains the additional term −J sb [x,y] S x S y not included in the original manuscript. This term describes the interaction between a surface and a bulk spin with the coupling strength J sb . The data for the two-dimensional case have been obtained for J sb = J b = 1, which renders (1) identical to the Hamiltonian given in the published paper. However, for the three-dimensional case the data shown in the letter have been obtained for the fixed value of the surface coupling J s = J b = 1 and varying strengths of the surface-bulk coupling J sb . Erroneously, we assigned in our manuscript the value J sb = J b = 1 to the surface-bulk coupling and had J s as the coupling whose strength is allowed to vary. Consequently, in the figures 3, 4(b), and 5, as well as in the text discussing the three-dimensional case (starting from the top of the second column on page 3) one needs to replace J s by J sb . The figure below shows as an example the corrected figure 3 of the original manuscript. Note that in the corrected figure we omit the data for J sb = 0 that correspond to an isolated two-dimensional plane. We emphasize that the above corrections do not alter the conclusions of the Letter in any way, namely that the surface critical exponents at the dynamic phase transition differ from their equilibrium counterparts.
